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REOUEST FOR FURTHER SUPERVISORY REVIEW 
AND wrraDRAWL OF NEW EXAMINER^S ANSWER 



Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria, V A 223 13-1450 

Attention: Darren Schuberg, Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Sir: 

Appellants filed tfaeir Brief on Appeal in this case under a Certificate of Mailing, 
dated December 2, 2002. More than three months later on March 6, 2003> the Examiner's 
Answer was mailed. In response thereto on March 13, 2003 appellants filed a request for 
an Oral Hearing, fo checking the PARE records in February of this year to find if the 
Appeal had been docketed, tiie undersigned finds that a new and diffbrciiL Brief wti5 
mailed to his old address on December 22, 2004, some 20 months after the request for 
Oral Hearing. Those Pare records show die mail was returned as undeliverable, but the 
undersigned has obtained a copy from the Office Files and sees thai the Examiner has 
after 21 months after his first brief citing new and unsupplied art as well as changing in 
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soine regards his earlier position. 

Now in spite of having called the Bxaxiviner's attention to the fact that Appellants' 
'attorney filed the required change of correspondence address with the Of¥ic6 he finds that 
again a reply has been sent to that old address on April 15, 2005 in spite of the feet that 
the previoxis filing indicated that new address as does this mailing. . 

It is requested that the Examiner supply his authority for this highly unusual 
position in the light of no change in appellants* position and absent any apparent 
authority for such action. Also are appellants afforded an opportunity to fiirther reply 
including the opportunity to ejther amend or file a substitute brief? 

The reply of April 15, 2005 indicates that appellants can file anothfir bn>.f, hut 
they should be afforded an opportunity to amend without an objection to a " new issue" 
in view of the Examiner's citation of the Modem Dictionary for the first time in that new 
Answex. 

Also the allegation that the new Answer was required due to the neceissity to have 
a conference is bogus* The first Answer of March 6, 2003 shows exactly the same 
uunfcibcs a5 iLc subscqueul two filings. 



RespectfiiUy submitted, 




Ernest A. Beutler 
Registration No: 19901 
10 Rue Marseille 
Newport Beach, Ca 92660 
(949) 721-11 82 Pacific Time 
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